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Sear Cieorge, 

mule I do not know if you. ^aer and the Poet have a cont^^ Interest in 
Bpatein and hia Legend I enclose a rerieu by Prof. DaTld Wrona 
sSvena &t aranch. Wrone is the outstanding bibliographer to the ® 

man whose dooumcntad criUclam of Laz»e at the i»outbem fliatonoal Asaocxatioii convention 
ceueed bpne to chicken out and not apoear to speak. 

Of course the fact that he is more commonly in error does not mean th^ Epsteto's 
work is always inaccurate. Hoover, I boUeve that the growi^ number of ^ 

I^cles showing very clearly that in the field of Ms ex^rtise (supposed) he is 
usuailn la error does raise some question about anything Epstein says. 

To put it another way, I would 6ot assume be la right about anything without 
Independent conflnaatlMi of it or subetantlal reaaon to boUeve him. 

Like togleton was a eource. I believe that, ‘xid that Epstein understated Anglnton's 
role in Epstein' s work. 

Epateln raises questionn about Idmself with some of Ms lies. tJlke he 

write to Psycho’ ogy Today that it was to 1976 that *eadors Digest approached him? 

to to^beenlln 1975. what l‘d thought to b^ f 

Book of tho Month Club Hows also says 1975. (tod that Epstein e bacaelor apartment to 
Hew York is decorated with togletoi's orchldB.) 

Why was the pub date delayed so much, past the profitable Sman market, and the 
price of the book reduced to a time of tocreaatog prices? 

I am inclined to think these indicate a major change in the book. 

Kona and more it appears ti^at he i« port of the battle of the uileo, thu 
moles inside the apookeries, those of the togletonian view of t'e world. 

As of yesterday's mail no date had been set for any status call to the ^scripts 
suit. Tl» Government filed a one-page e?poaltion to our motion for a new trial. 

In tMe connection, if it is not secret, I'd like to know the ao^e of tto 
Hoeenko photo the Poet ueed. We put the entire articla to the record in of i.he 

Motion. I think you can see the relevance of a newspaper having a photo of llosenko 
if you recall the lauguage of the second Briggs affidavit. 

While much depends to the Judge's attitude. I think 'fhate^r form the i^o^dtog 
takes it will be interaatlng. It Is possible that Hobtoson wUl take the a^als Order 
as a putdewn. On the other hand, it is also possible that 

issues to the appeals court based on my record and to the expectation that what it 
would do would force him to hold a real hoarlng. 

If we prevail we will have etrengthened FOIA very much. TMs ia »t ap^rwt to 
anyone not famiUar with the case. Robinson held that he had to ^espt an 
t^ld affidavit, regardleas of its obviously dubious nature. 

La 14. po.itt» » h.rt« to mr .111 to ot 1 . 0 ^ 

Io« toy not to nnoro of It tat folnt rffltaolt. nio not unoomnon In JollUonl ota to^- 
tlve ?OIA oases. (So are false represantationa by iovomnent counsel.) BatabUs^g a 
precedent about such affidavit will make the great effort and Its costa worthwhile, 

Sincorely^ 


